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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 



Applicant's arguments filed January 22, 2004 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Applicant argues de la Huerga fails to teach placing the computer 
system in a condition to deny access by placing the computer into a lower power state 
when the identification signal detection circuit has not received an identification signal 
within a predetermined time period. First, as applicant taught on page 6, line 16 to page 
7, line 9 of the specification, the power states of a power management strategy range 
from the highest state (computer operating normally in an "on power" state) to the 
lowest state (computer completely turned off). The examiner contends de la Huerga 
does teach the situation in which the computer transitions to a lower state (i.e. logged 
off) when the computer terminal does not receive a signal within a predetermined time 
period. In column 14, lines 26-29, de la Huerga teaches if the security badge does not 
transmit a recommitment signal to the terminal in a predetermined time period, then the 
terminal will be logged off. This logged off state is a power state that places the 
computer in a condition where access is denied to the system user. Therefore, the 
examiner maintains the rejection given below. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 2, 5-25, and 27-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. 5,960,085 granted to de la Huerga. 

Regarding claim 1, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"A computer system comprising: 

at least one processor; 

an identification signal detection circuit for receiving a wireless identification 
signal from an identification object, the wireless identification signal containing 
identification information regarding the assigned possessor of the identification object; 

a memory having means for determining whether the assigned possessor of the 
identification object as indicated by the wireless identification signal has authorized 
access to computer information accessible by the computer system; 

and a memory having means for placing the computer system in a condition to 
deny access by placing the computer system in a lower power state in response to the 
identification signal detection circuit not having received for a predetermined period of 
time, a wireless identification signal containing identification information from an 
assigned possessor having authorized access." see column 11, line 27 to column 15, 
line 16. 

Regarding claim 2, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
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"The computer system of claim 1 further comprising: a memory circuit programmable to 
store a list of at least one user having authorized access to computer information 
assessable by the computer system." see column 10, lines 43-44 and Figure 8. 

Regarding claim 5, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 1 , wherein placing the computer system in a condition to 
deny further includes logging a user off of the computer system in response to the 
identification signal detection circuit not having received for a predetermined period of 
time, a wireless identification signal containing identification information from an 
assigned possessor having authorized access." see column 13, lines 47-65. 

Regarding claim 6, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 1 , wherein placing the computer system in a condition to 
deny further includes placing the computer system in a locked state in response to the 
identification signal detection circuit not having received for a predetermined period of 
time, a wireless identification signal containing identification information from an 
assigned possessor having authorized access." see column 13, lines 47-65. 

Regarding claim 7, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 1 , a memory circuit storing operating system code 
whose execution by the at least one processor implements an operating system for 
controlling the operation of the computer system; and wherein the operating system 
code includes code whose execution places the computer system in a condition to deny 
access to computer information accessible by the computer system in response to the 
identification signal detection circuit not having received for a predetermined period of 
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time, a wireless identification signal cx)ntaining identification information from an 
assigned possessor having authorized access." see column 13, lines 47-65. 

Regarding claim 8, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 1 wherein the identification signal detection circuit 
further includes: a controller operably coupled to the memory having means for 
determining whether the assigned possessor of the security object and operably 
coupled to the memory having means for determining that the identification signal 
detection circuit has not received for a predetermined period of time." see column 14, 
lines 42-58. 

Regarding claim 9, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 1 wherein the identification signal detection circuit, the 
memory having means for determining whether the assigned possessor, and the 
memory having means for determining that the identification signal detection circuit has 
not received are implemented on a computer add in card." see column 10, lines 35-44. 

Regarding claim 10, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 1 wherein: the memory having means for determining 
that the identification signal detection circuit has not received for a predetermined period 
of time is implemented in the identification signal detection circuit; and the identification 
signal detection circuit provides a signal in response to a determination that the 
identification signal detection circuit has not received for a predetermined period of time, 
a wireless identification signal containing identification information from an assigned 
possessor having authorized access." see column 13, line 47 to column 14, line 58. 
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Regarding claim 1 1, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 10 wherein the identification signal detection circuit 
generates an interrupt in response to a determination that the identification signal 
detection circuit has not received for a predetermined period of time." see column 13, 
line 47 to column 14, line 58. 

Regarding claim 12, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 10 wherein the identification signal detection circuit 
asserts a #PME signal in response to a determination that the identification signal 
detection circuit has not received for a predetermined period of time." see column 13, 
line 47 to column 14, line 58. 

Regarding claim 13, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 12 further comprising: a chipset circuit having an input to 
receive the #PME signal from the identification signal detection circuit." see column 13, 
line 47 to column 14, line 58. 

Regarding claim 14, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 1 wherein the memory having means for determining 
whether the assigned possessor of the security object and the memory having means 
for determining that the identification signal detection circuit has not received for a 
predetermined period of time, are both implemented in the same memory circuit of the 
identification circuit." see column 13, line 47 to column 14, line 58. 

Regarding claim 15, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
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"The computer system of claim 1 wherein the identification signal detection circuit is 
operably coupled to the processor via a power managed computer bus." see column 15, 
lines 20-45. 

Regarding claim 16, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 1 wherein: the identification signal detection circuit has 
an output to provide an indication signal indicating that the identification signal detection 
circuit has received a wireless identification signal containing identification information 
of an assigned possessor of a security object determined to have authorized access; 
and wherein the identification signal is provided in response to receiving a wireless 
identification signal containing identification information of an assigned possessor of a 
security object determined to have authorized access after a predetermined period of 
time of not receiving an identification signal containing identification information of an 
assigned possessor of a security object determined to have authorized access." see 
column 1 1 , line 27 to column 1 5, line 1 6. 

Regarding claim 17, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 16 wherein: the identification signal detection circuit is 
operably coupled to the at least one processor via a computer bus substantially 
conforming to a PCI Local Bus Specification; and the indication signal includes an 
assertion of the #PME signal." see column 1 1 , line 27 to column 15, line 16. 

Regarding claim 18, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 1 further comprising: a memory having means for 
placing the computer system in a higher power state from a lower power state if it is 
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determined that the identification signal detection circuit has received a wireless 
identification signal containing identification information of an assigned possessor 
having authorized access." see column 15, lines 20-45. 

Regarding claim 19, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 1 further comprising: a memory having means for 
implementing a state machine including at least one state of a first state type and at 
least one state of a second state type; wherein in a state of the first state type, the 
identification signal detection circuit is receiving identification signal containing 
identification information of an assigned possessor having authorized access within a 
predetermined period of time from a previously received identification signal containing 
identification information of the assigned possessor having authorized access; and 
wherein in state of the second state type, the identification signal detection circuit is not 
receiving an identification signal containing identification information of an assigned 
possessor having authorized access within a predetermined period of time from a 
previously received identification signal containing identification information of the 
assigned possessor having authorized access." see column 15, lines 20-45. 

Regarding claim 20, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 19 wherein the identification signal detection circuit 
further includes: a controller operably coupled to the memory having means for 
implementing a state machine, the state machine being implemented by the controller." 
see column 15, lines 20-45. 

Regarding claim 21, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
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"A method for controlling access to computer information comprising: 

sending a wireless identification signal by an identification object, the wireless 
identification signal including identification information regarding an assigned possessor 
of the object; 

receiving, independent of a conscious access action by a user, the wireless 
identification signal by a detection circuit; 

determining whether the assigned possessor as indicated by the wireless 
identification signal has authorized access to computer information accessible by a 
computer system; and 

granting access to computer information accessible by the computer system if it 
is determined that the assigned possessor as indicated by the wireless identification 
signal is authorized access, wherein the granting access to computer information 
assessable by the computer system further includes placing the computer system in a 
higher power state from a lower power state; and 

denying access to computer information accessible by the computer system 
placing the computer system in a lower power state in response to the identification 
signal detection circuit not having received for a predetermined period of time, a 
wireless identification signal containing identification information from an assigned 
possessor having authorized access." see column 1 1 , line 27 to column 15, line 16. 

Regarding claim 22, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
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"The method of claim 21 wherein sending the wireless identification signal includes 
implementing a shaped binary frequency modulated signal." see column 11, line 27 to 
column 15, line 16. 

Regarding claim 23, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The method of claim 21 wherein the identification object includes an identification 
badge and a transmitter circuit embedded in the badge." see column 10, lines 35-44. 

Regarding claim 24, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The method of claim 21 wherein the determining whether the assigned possessor is 
authorized access further includes: determining by the execution of code whether an 
indication of the assigned possessor is included in a preprogrammed computer 
readable list of indications of users having authorized access." see column 1 1 , line 27 to 
column 15, line 16. 

Regarding claim 25, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The method of claim 21 wherein the execution of code is performed by a controller of 
the detection circuit." see column 11, line 27 to column 15, line 16. 

Regarding claim 27, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The method of claim 21 wherein the granting access to computer information 
assessable by the computer system further includes placing the computer system in an 
unlocked state." see column 11, line 27 to column 15, line 16. 

Regarding claim 28, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The method of claim 21 wherein the granting access further includes: displaying on a 
user interface a message requesting a user to provide a password; determining whether 
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the password provided by the user is assigned to the assigned possessor determined to 
have authorized access; and granting access to computer information assessable by 
the computer system if determined that the password is assigned to the assigned 
possessor." see column 12, line 58 to column 13, line 46. 

Regarding claim 29, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The method of claim 21 further comprising: denying access to computer information 
accessible by the computer system in: response to a determination that the detection 
circuit has not received for a predetermined period of time, a wireless identification 
signal including information regarding an assigned possessor having authorized 
access." see column 13, line 47 to column 14, line 58. 

Regarding claim 30, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The method of claim 29 wherein denying access further includes placing the computer 
system in a locked state from an unlocked state in response to a determination that the 
detection circuit has not received for a predetermined period of time, a wireless 
identification signal including information regarding an assigned possessor having 
authorized access." see column 13, line 47 to column 14, line 58. 

Regarding claim 31, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The method of claim 29 wherein denying access further includes logging a user off of 
the computer system in response to a determination that the detection circuit has not 
received for a predetermined period of time, a wireless identification signal including 
information regarding an assigned possessor having authorized access." see column 
13, line 47 to column 14, line 58. 
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Regarding claim 32, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The method of claim 21 further comprising: providing a signal by the detection circuit 
that the detection circuit has not received for a predetermined period of time, a wireless 
identification signal including information regarding an assigned possessor having 
authorized access." see column 13, line 47 to column 14, line 58. 

Regarding claim 33, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The method of claim 32 wherein the providing the signal includes generating an 
interrupt" see column 13, line 47 to column 14, line 58. 

Regarding claim 34, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The method of claim 32 wherein the providing the signal includes asserting a #PME 
signal." see column 13, line 47 to column 14, line 58. 

Regarding claim 35, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"An identification object for an assigned possessor comprising: 

a circuit including: 
a controller; 
an antenna; and 

a memory operably coupled to the connector, the memory having means 
for generating an information signal periodically broadcast via the antenna, the 
information signal containing identification information regarding the assigned 
possessor." see column 10, lines 35-46. 

Regarding claim 36, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
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"The identification object of claim 35 wherein the identification object is implemented as 
a security badge." see column 10, lines 35-46. 

Regarding claim 37, de la Huerga meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The identification object of claim 35 wherein the signal is broadcast range of at least 
ten feet." see column 10, lines 35-46. 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew B Smithers whose telephone number is (703) 
308-9293. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (9:00-5:30) EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory A Morse can be reached on (703) 308-4789. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




(vTatthew F Smithers 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 21 37 



